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1414t degree on the prolongation, as far as the Frozen ocedn,
shall f::: the limit between the Russian and !ﬂlul:.ml-
sions on the cuntinent of Amerisa to thie northwesl.

Now, sir, [ do not quote this article because it has
the slightest bearing upon our claim, or ought to have
upon investigation of its extent, but 10 show the mus-
take into which the honorable Senator has been led,
when he consilers these two articles as identical, ei-
ther in their objects or in their terms. They are al-
most as d.ssimilar in the one as in the other. The
effort of Russia was the same. It was to procure a

Twentp-Ninth Congress.

In Senate, Monday, June 1, 1348,
Specch of Gen. Cass,
On the bill to provide fur the protection of American
sctilers in the Oregon territory.

On motion of Mr. Haxxecax, the Senate proceeded
to the consideration of the special order, being the

bill wo protect the rights of Americau citizens in the _ :
0"{‘:‘ territory, the pending question being, to refer | racognition from the only parties whose claims inter-
the bill to the committee ou the judiciary, with in- | fured with hers, of her utle to that part of the coun-
structions. try. This she effected by a stipulation with the Unit-
Mr. Cass addressed the §eual'o as follows 1 £ | ed States that they would assert :0 prn.;tenl.:l:?ns n:;ﬂ:
thl %:! ::ut watend, AMr. llt'gs.m:nt, agl:hn l‘umrl u u: ‘[,‘f ﬁlﬂ!;ﬁ,;ﬂtﬁ;ny gm;sra.‘z.'ﬂmm::;,‘:: gfl:;,: ,.:m
e aate vpon any ques on eunnec !'. u Lnglan that ehe wou .' n
claim to Oregon, or with the proper course ol policy | fine, and west of ten marine leagues from the coast.
to adopt in supp: it of it.+ And | n‘.uf“;-d to tlmsle ,On ber part, Russia relinquished all hl::-:i preltl-nswm
friends, with whom | am in the habit of free consuls | g,uth of fifty-four forty, but without touching the con-
tation, this determination to remain silent, ot:!zcr\'mg flicting claims of the other- parties, leaving them to
I bad occugw:_l my full shnrcfnf tl-t‘nllcntl!’r_n w ltv | adjust these in their own ma::iwr ;3 ;.hc}b w::(:ds?: as
Senate, and of the public, so fur as the public can be | they enuld ; and both Evgland and the Uni tes
er, compelled to break the silence | lmd‘i;n;mgcd UPOD | to oppose that «f 1ts adversary, as they were before
myself, and again to vindicate the position in which | the exccution of these conventions with Russia.
I am placed. The honomble &.-m:lur fn::;: Missouri | I therefore remove from this discassion :ll the htl‘lll;:
has referred to me by name, snd iff | won!ld not seem ' orulile Senator lins said respecting the objeets,
to absndon the ground [ have occupied; 1 must defend | terms, and the effect of this itmly between England
it from this new and vigorous assanlt. [ shall; low- | and Russia. We were no parties to it. It was form-
ever, be brief; avoiding recapitulation, and confining | ed a year afier our treaty with the latter power, and
mywell almost exclusively to two of the propositions | we had just as much right to regulate the descent of
submitted by the Semator. One entirely new; the|the erowns of Russia and England as those powers
other prcaenwd in the p-r(-ri-ms discussion, bn_t again I' had to rt-gulale our righ! to the Oregcm territory. In
brought forward, though with new facts and illustra- | fact, they assumed no such monsirous pretensions.
tions, and extending to more remote regions. The | And I must confess my surprise that their arrange-
former is the asserilon of the non-exiaienice UFUIE]H]C ments are introdoced here as l]“]d[llg or cnqlmllmg
of Efty-four forty, and the latter the assertion that | our territorial claims. And yet these two lmc‘]es are
the parallel of forty-nine deg. was established as a | ylaced by the houorable Senator in juxta-position, as
boundary between the British and French possessious, | (hougl they were parts of the same instrument, and
by ecommissaries under the treaty of Utrecht, and|)is deductions respecting our rights seem to be drawn
that it ran to the northwest coast. X 1 from one or the other side indiscriminately : so much
The_ Senator commenced by the work of demolition | g0 that the Senator actually says, *I .hu'e shown you
-—pu!llng down befure he built up. Clearing off the | he limits as established with Russia in 1824 ; I_ha\‘e
rubbish occasioned by the labor of others, to procure | sroduced the frealies (not treaty) which establishes
a fair site, preparatory to the task of re-edification. | jhen, and here, also, isa o 4 which 1llustrates them,
And how has this system of destruction and of substi- | ;34 shows everything precisely as | have read it from
tution been effected ! The process and the result I the freatics,” (not treaty.) He then procecds to point
propose lo examine. : out cirors which it is not neccssary to examine, for
In the first place, he announces that till now we | (hoy have reference exclusively to the treaty between
have all been in error, including the President, and | Great Britain and Russia, and not-to that between
Congress, and the country, and that no such line as| Ryssia and the United States, Our treaty murely
the parallel of fifty-four forty has ever been establish- | ,-yyides that the parallel of fifty-four forty shall be

ed as the northern boundary of Oregon, and he con- | gur northern boundary. Now, what have the errors|

siders that this correction of a great popular error is ! ,f geographers or map makers, in the protraction of
enough to guiet the excitement which has been got up | the line between Russia and England, to do with the
about it. 1 fear, sir, that the honorable Senator de- | plain and undeniable boundary which limits our pos-
ceives himeelf, and that [hi’ f.n:itcmm!. as he terms sessions 1 A [,Uunl]ary S0 ]tl:jin' illtit.’Cd. that he who
it, or this couviction of the extent and justice of our| ;g may read it in the treaty. What, therefoure, is
title, as I term it, is far beyond the reach of any new | the direction of the other hne—the Anglo-Russian
reading of old documents, however gigantic may be | Jine which the Scnator bas discussed, and whether it
the intellect which puts itself to the task of giving goes to filty-five, or fifty-six,or sixty-one deg., or,
out and vindicating a new system of national rights | indeed, to the north pole, touches us as little as any
or any new evidence in support of them, The hon- | ) or question in political geography.

orable Senator is as competent to the performance of y

this labor as any one among us. But, sir, when a | —an existing boundary, to which we may go, but be-

great question like this has occupied the attention of yond which we may not pass. We can jam up foal|
an enlightened country and government in some mode | without any imputation upon our wisdom or our hon-

or other for almost half’ a century, and more recently | or; “and the place where it was,” is yel there, and

ton, dated 23d July,
as the northwesl coust. He says:

« A Russian charlel gave to the American compary |
ur!!m cvasf of America from 55 degrees to bebiing
stoaits.™

he
‘s

He further says, in a letter to Mr. Middleton:

- _ - —
ibes cou possess, we have acquired. ‘What they id not know' *The line of 49 deg. was
T S e “"7.“ have dinemeudc.q We have ulen{bd our claim Jjust as well e

-

.

z & new and we have ascertained, what
r. Mudison appears to have suspected, that the
historical statement respecting the establishment of

as well established, and
and obsesved from the Lake of the
mountains, Defore thal conveulion as
1e, it was the underslocd line Dbelween
and the sga, and would i'sell have sctiled
question, and seitled it wisely aud hemeficially if

Woods to the Rocky
after it. Nuy,
those moun

the Or

(the paraliel of 49 deg., at any rate west of the Rocky is had ouly been permitted 0 remain somutilated.” '

could refer to it as the foundation of the

tion madle by Mr. Madisug and Mr. Monroe, is to me
incomprebensible. Why this line, according to
Hutchins, expressly stops when it reaches the paral-
lel of 49, and yet his authority is berd introdoced in
support of the statement of 1ts indefinite extension on

« You are authorized 1o propose an article of the same mountains is ineorrect, and that no such line exists.| Then, sir, these fifly-four-forties are not the only 'that parallel, and its continuance as our boundary to

import for the term of ten years, for the » tare of & joiat
convention between the United Siaies, Gredt Biitaio, aud

Russia.”
e says, in the same letter to Mr. Rush:

“If the British Northwest and Hudson's Bay Company
have any po-ts on Lhe coast, as suzgested in the article in the |
Quartevly Review, abuve cifed, the thisd atticie eof the

Me. Middieton is authesized (o propose an article of similar *

import to be imserted in 2 j.int convention betwern the
United States, Great Britain, and Russia for a teim of ten
years from its sigusture. You are authorized to make the
same proposal 10 the British government; and, with a view
1o draw a definite live of demarcation for the future, to
stipulate that no settlement shall hereafter be made on th¢|

United States north of latitude 51 deg ; or by Biitish subj-els
vither south of 51 deg. or north of 55 deg.™

“ Fur it showed,” says the honorable Senator from
Missouri, in a speech in 18942, « that the British had |
no rights on the northwest coast.™

]

“ It was not until |
we discovered the Columbia that she renewed her |
claim to any territory on the northwest coast.” *“Our
title is good against England throughout fhe coast,”

c.
This language is conclusive. [t is obvious that the
whole northwest coast, or Oregon, is referred to; and
the parties claiming it are recognized as the United
States, Great Britainand Russia. A divigion of their
respective pretensions is proposed by east and west |
lines, thus separating the region into three districts,
lying respectively north or south of one another.
There is no difference in the deseription of their
claims, Insular or continental, they are all the same
in their eastern extension.

These proofs that the descriptive appellation north-
west coast was applied generally (o the country north
of California, and west of the Rocky mountains,
might be multiplied almost indefinitely ; but it is not
necessary ; the examples already given establishing

Then, sir, fifty-four is resuscitated, brought to life |

has called into its service the heads and tongues, and

pens of hoste of able men in public and in [-ri\'ut.{:laﬁ:1

the discovery and promulgation of new views, giving
an unexpected direction to a great controversy, is not

indeed impossible, but it is so far improbable that he |

who claims the title and the reward of a discoverer
must expect to have his pretensions investigated with
much eare and admitted with much caution. The
honorable Semator, in the exuliation of anticipated
success, speaks of the philosephy of the fifty-four Sen-
alors, and says *“‘there is an end of that question ! All
gone—vanished—evaporated into the air—and the
place where it was not to be found.” And then comes
the parturition of the mountain and the birth of the
mouse.

Itis a good old fable, intended to convey a useful
truth. DBut it is somewhat dangerous in its applica-
tion, especially when Le who appeals to it, in the
very act of decrying the labor of another, annocnces
ex cathedra the value of his own. Pulling down to
build up ! annihilating one line to establish another!
There is such a thing as putting the saddle on the
wrong horse.

The honorable Senator says “there is no boundary
at fity-four forty. I quote lus very words, and join
issue with him. If there is not, [ shall then confess,
that T for one am liable to all the sneers he casts upon
the fiftysfour-furties, as he calls them, and wpon their
cause ; while if' there is, [ shall leave the honorable
Senator the position he has nssumed. ’

And whence this declared popular error, respecting
the boundary line of fifty-four forty!
says the Senator, in the treaty with Russia, concluded
in 1824, the third article of which he quotes—

“Amr. 3. It is moreover agreed, that, herealter, there
shall not be formed, by the citizens of the Unifed States, or

under the authority of the said States, any establishment |

upon the northwest coasl of America, nor in any of the is-
lands adjacent, to the north of fifty-four degrees forty min-
ules north latitude ; and that, in the same manner, there shall
be none formed by Russian subjects, or under the suthority
of Russia, soufh of the same paraliel.”

Now, sir, this, one would think, is clear enough.
Here is fifty-four furty established as a bouudary as
plainly as words and types can establish it, beyond
which the claim of the United States cannot extend.
It is the northern limit, across which we cannot go.
We may march up to it; with that Russia has no

concern ; but the moment we attempt to put foot u\’-l

er it, we shall be met by this convention ard our
plighted faith not to pass it. If this is not a bounda-
ry to us, I am sure I do not know what boundary we
can have, there or anywhere else. [t isa point not to
be discussed. It gaius no strength by argument. No
clearness by illustration. It is @ boundary line ; and
when that is said, all js said. I am well aware it is
u line in gosse, and not in esse, established upon pa-
per, dhd not actually marked upon the surface of the
£ But 80 is most of the boundary beiween us
and the British possessions, and between us and Mex-
ico. And the Senator himself, in his argument,
where be undertakes to prove the establishment of
the parallel of forty-nine as the line fixed under the
treaty of Utrecht, expressly says it was established
but not run. It was nevertheless a great line of de-
marcation, whose effects are said to be felt upon the
rights of nations at this day. All boundaries be-
tween countries, which are not natural lines or marks,
must be first fixed by diplomatic arrangement, and
when this is doue, their establishment vpon earth be-
comes a question of fact, and is usually committed to
scientific persons who give practical effect to the la-
bors of the diplomatists. If therefore the parallel of
fifty-four forty should remain a paper instead of a vis-
ible boundary till doomsday, it would nevertheless
be a barrier beyond which we could not pass, and
might at any tine be ascertained by astronomical ob-
servations, and marked upon the ground, should such
& measure become necessary to.assert the jurisdiction
of the one party, or 1o arrest that of the other.

After quoting the third article of our treaty with
Russia, the honorable Senator proceeds 1o quote the
third article of the treaty between Russia and Eng-
Jand, reguhtinﬁ.their mutual protensions to the same
region. And controls the coustruction of one
treaty, by what legitimate process [ know wot, by the
provisions of the other. He soys, and strangely too,

- are identical mm objects, and nearly in

" Identizal in oljects! Why, sir, onc is a
trealy between the United States and Russia for the
#mz. of their mutual pretensions,

is a freaty between England and Rossia for the
adjustment of their preteasions. Until it is shown
that American jonsg and English
are the same, MMK of the objects of these trea-
ties will be among the discoveries that are to be yet
.'i wdenticad in lerms ! This, sir, is

-

retensions

i
if

il
FeE?

It originates, |

| there it will conlinue lo be.

It will be recollected, sir, that the honorable Sena-
'tor has staked this issue upon the existence of this
line of fifty-four forty ; and when we point to the
| Ruseian treaty, he attempts to meet us by bis con-
| struction of a trezty, avd of the causes that led to it,
| between Russia and England. We repudiate this,
| and refuse to have our line annikilaled without our
consent,

The line, then, exists, though the honorable Sena-
tor says it is confined by the precise terms of the
treaty *‘to the islends and coasts, and having no man-
ner of relation to the continent.”
is the Russian line on the continent with Great Brit-
ain; the United States have no continental line, ei-
| ther with Russia or Great Britain,”
| Strange assertions, as [ shall show. Were this
| even so, still we should have our favorite line, thcugh
| it might stop short of the eastern extent of our claim,
| and though the honorable Senator says we have “‘no
| boundary at fifty-four forty.” But where does this
|line stop in its easterly progress! The honorable
| Senator says it does not touch the *“‘continent.” Why

he makes it an insular boundary in the very face of

| an express stipulation, that it shall extend to the is-
{ lands and coasts, I know not. As he gives no rea-
| sons fur this limitation of the natural construction of
{the article—not, indeed, its natural constraction
'merely, but its express and positive declaration—I
must be permitted to believe that coast is the coast of
| the continent, and the islands **the islandsadjacent to
{it”  Adjacent to what! To the coast. To what
coast?! To the northwest coast of America. The
treaty recognizes two geographical divisions—the
coast, or continent, and the adjacent islands ; the
honorable Senator says it is confined to the islands,
and does not extend to the conttinent, or coast. |
cannot argue this point.

By each of these conventions he says *‘the Russian
clatm is confined to the coasts and islands ; and by each
| the same limit 12 given both lo the Uniled Slates and
| Great Britain,” &c. It was a limit wholly in the
water, not at a on the land ; the British only reached
it by going through Portland channel.”
|  Idoo’t understand this atall, sir. TheSenator one
| moment says that the United States and Great Britain
have both the same limml ; in the next, that our line
never touches the land, but the British line does. The
| fact is, they have not the same line at all. Ours is
| the parallel of fifty-four forty, continental and insu-
i lar, for the distinction of the Senator between the two
|18 wholly gratuitous, unknown to the convention.
The British line commences at a point on that paral-
lel, and then quits it, ronning thence such courses as
give to Russia an irregular parallelogram, extending
north and south along the coast, and east in width ten
marine leagues from the sea.

But what is the meaning of the phrase northwest
coast of America in this connexion ! To what extent
may it be fairly said to reach ! In the British treaty,
as above quoted, the question is placed beyond con-
troversy. The Russian possessions, as between Eng-
land and Russia, are limited to ten marine leagues
from the coast. As betwecen Russia and us there is
no limitation, and if a limitation be sought, it must
be found in the circumstances and in a fair applica-
tion of the language to them,

It is a geographical fact well known to all who
have investigated the subject, that the northwest coast
\of America is the name by which a large but indefi-
| nite region upon the shores of the Pacific, extendin
eastward without positive limits, was designated nng
recognized, as well in worke of geugrapby and his-
tory, as in diplomatic documents. It was a deserip-
tive term, applied to a vast country. [ shall place
this beyond controversy by reference to unquestionable
authorities.

Iu the very convention with England of 1818, by
which a joint occupation of Oregun is held, the whole
country itself is distinguished by this appellation :

*It is agreed that any countiy that may be claimed by
either paity on the northwest coasl of America westward of
the Stony mountaius,' e,

And twice in that instrument the said country is
alluded tn. And it will be seen that this designation
carries the region described by it to the Rocky moun-
tains ; or in other words, designates the whele coun-
try by that comprehensive term.

[n the British statement, annexed to the protocol of
the sixth conference, by Messrs. Huskisson and Ad-
dington, British plenipnentaries in the negotiation of
232517, it is said :

“The geovernment of Great Britain in proposing 1o renew
for the texm of ten years, the third article of the convention
of 1818, respecling the lerrifory om the norilwest coast of
Amesica west to the Rocky moeuntains,” &e.

ceded 1o the United States all their rights and
claim on the weslern coast of Americs, and north to the 424
degree.”

In the Nootka Sound convention, the country gen-
erally i called the northwest coast.

I[n the counter statement of Mr. Gallatin, he speaks
of the territory 1n question, and he says:

“That by the Nootka convention, ali the parts of the

|

of | morthwest coast of America, occupied by either party,” ke,

Using the terms ter and northwest coast, as
convertible, and desi

ting the same country.
“Finally,” says Mr. Rus, in the histcry of his re-
sideace at the court of London, page 3

And again: “This |

the fact beyond controversy. 1f, therefore, the hono-
rable Scnator from Missouri secks to confine the epi-
thet northwest coast to the narrow region within sight
and sound of the surges of the ocean, he seeks a con-
struction and gontraction inconsistent with the histori-
| cal geography of the country, as well as with the rights
| and intentions of the parties. Our northwest coast,
which is now our Oregon, by the arrangement with
Russia, cannot extend nortn of 54° 40 min. and ber

II northwest coast cannot extend south of that lipe.
| The longitudinal extent of either is a question that
| does not concern the other. Our claim in that direc-
| tion is from the Pacific to the Rocky mountains.
| Russia, since her treaty with us, has entered into a
| convention with England, by which she restricts her
| claim to an extent of ten marine leagues from tie
| coast. Befure that, she was fres to carry her title to
the Rocky mountains, the eastern boundary of the
northwest coast. This subsequent arrangement nei-
ther affects our rights nor our duties, and 54 deg. 40
min. is yet the barrier, beyond which we canuot pass.
What would be the condition of the parties if Rus-
sia had formed no convention with England? What
| right should we then have to say, that the Russian
pretensions do not extend over the whole of the coun-
try of the rorthwest coast, but are limitel 1o ten

| marive leagues from it?! None whatever. And how

can a subsequent convention between other parties

‘

conveniwn of the 20th Octuber, 1818, is applicable 10 them. |

And the same remark applies, although to a less
extent, to the cabinets of Mr. Monroe, and of Mr.
Adams, both ol whom bave been appealed to by the
Senator from Missouri in support of his position.
Florida was pot purchased until towards the close of
the first term of Mr. Monroe, and after that time the
notion that the 49th parallel had been established
under the treaty of Utrecht, and extended perhaps
west of the Rocky mountains may have produced
some impression. But it is obvious that it did not
L‘.nmwnll y influence the course of the government.

or Mr. Rash affered the 5lst parallel as a compro-
mise line for our boundary; and Mr. Gallatin, as |

norikwest coast, or ou any of the islands adjoining, by Kus- -rbave already said, repudiated the early offers, and | He,
sian subjects south of latitude 55 deg; by citizeus of the |

went back to the whole claim.

Now, sir, where is this monstrous inconsistency
and injustice which the honorable Senator sees in the
assertion of our claim by the present administration
worth of the 40!  If the cabinet of Mr. Adams
believed we were included by the troaty of Utrecht
and by a line establisned uader it, how they came to
pass beyoud that line, and to offer as & compromise
two degrees of latitude north of it, indicating by the
very offer itself, that our just claim went beyond that
limit! And what was meant by the semi-profest of
Mr. Gallatin, announcing that the preceding proposals
—those of 1 and 49—having been rejected, his gov-
ernment would now contend for the full claims of the
United States? These full claims of course went
beyond 51 deg.; and having got so far on the north
side of 49 deg., and 8o near 54 40 with the cabinet of
Mr. Adame, I shall leave to the honorable Senator
from Missouri the task of reconciling their conduct

with the belief that this barrier of 49 rises like a

northern direction.

_The Senator from Missouri has again submitted his
views, respecting the establishment of the parallel of
49 under the treaty of Utrecht. In the former dis-
cussions his object was to vindietae the truth of his-
tory, and to redeem the character of the American
Senate from the charge of ignorance. He expressly
stated that he made no practical applieation of the
main fact. Now the ground seems to be changed.

the fifty-four forties hug to their bosoms.”
We do not cloim any exemption from the ordinary
fraiities of humanity.

sueered at, though at the same time we may be per-
mitled to investigatle the facts and the deductions by
which the charges against us are so confidently urged.
Utrecht. I am unwilling even to allude to it again.
it without defence, [ shall, however, touch the topic

sented by the Senator from Missouri.

great fortification to check our further progress in a |

If we hug & our bosoms the
rights and interests of our country, we can bear to be |

I shall not go over this matter of the treaty of

jut I cannot be driven from my position, or surrender

persons who hgye discredited the existence of this line
east of the Rocky mountains. It has been authorita-
tively a:ad practically disclaimed, and disavowed, and |
discredited, both by the British and American govern-
ments.  The act by which this was done he callsan act
of * supererogation.” | call it an sct of wisdom,
founded on the conviction of both of the parties that a
line of demarcation between their respective territo-
ries was necessary, and never had been cstablished.
The honorable senator censures Mr. Monroe for this
armngement. But Mr. Jetferson is equally censura-
ble, o far as respects this work of supererogation, for
| he made precisely the same offer to England in 1507,
indeed, struck out a provision that the armnge-
ment should not extend west of the Rocky mountains;
but he did this in order net to excite the jealousy of
Spain.

The honorable gentleman, in the previons discus-
sion of this matter, did not present this subject in the
same point of view. After notling the prejets for the
| establishment of 49 deg., be says: * Here is concur-
rence in the procerdings of commissaries under the
treaty of Utrecht,” ** Here is submission on the
part of the British,” &ec. What was then concur-
rence and submission now becomes supererogation.
But, sir, Mr. Jeflferson’s fame may be redecmed, and
the credit of the American and British governments
for common sense supported, by reference to a very
obvicus consideration ; and that is to a doubt rcspect-
ing lhc_ existence t,-'[' this line of 49 deg.—a doubt
| Which, in all probability, ultimately strengthened into
conviction. The very view which the honorable sen-
ator now presents was presented by myself ina for-
I mer discussion, in order to prove {hat all the states-
men alluded to must have believed or suspected this
celcbrated line was a nonentity. This work, then,

which occopied the attention of the two governments,

supererogation, but of prudence. I said: **Butifby
concurrence is meant that this line was actually es-
tablished by the treaty of Utrecht, and thus binding
{on the parties, no other convention was neécessary.
| Both nations, upon this assumption, mistook their own
| rights and their duties. The boundary had been es-

| 1818 "
The senator introduces a memorial lrom Lord Sel-

Utrecht as to the limits of the Hudson Bay territories

|

at various intervals, fur ten years, was not a work of

{do not bear at all upon the question,” and as this
memorial is characterized by the American ministers
as an idle paper, I shall not stop to examine it, espe-
cially as I know of nothing in the position or char- | portance, we think, than has usually been aitributed
acter of Lord Selkirk which would give to his opinion |10 it. The British press has indicated fully and dis-
very briefly, confining myself to the new views pre- | any peculinr weight in the adjustment of this ques- | tinctly the tone of public feeling in England upon the
tion. The establishment of a great national bounda-

The Senator says that my endersement of Mr. | ry requires better evidence than the surmise of even
Greenhow's Llunders has rendered this vindication | scotch nobleman, possessed of no source of information

necessary. In the first place, I have vot endorsed | not open toall of us. We want fucts, and not opin-

Mr. Greenlow's assertions or conclusions, be they |ions, and ficts authentically proved.
blunders or be they truths. With respect to the only

point made by the Senator befure the establishment of |and Pinckney to the Spanish minister, because they
the parallel of 49 east of the Rocky mountains, I|repeat the same facts in almost the same language

regulate a prior instrument, to which we were a party !
When we made an arrangement with Russm, our
country of the northwcest coast stretched to the Rocky
mountains. We promised that power that we would
{ not pass the parallel of 54 deg. 40 min. in our north-
ward progress. What right have we to say that Rus-
sia did nut mean, by the sama descriptive words, what
we meant, or that that power did not assert any claim
over the country designated by them ! T%e northwest

l

| lands adjacent to it; while for us, it is the whole
| country to the Rocky mountains! Our duties are to
| be judged by existing circumstances, and not by sub-
[lhc motives of Russia, or the cousideration which
| England gave ber for the cession, we have no concern.
Had the former power ceded ber whole claim to the
latter, our obligations would have remained the same.
The benefit being trunsferred to England, instead of
being held by R
Russia is our line in the country of the nerihwest
coast. And there 1 hope we shall be found.

But, if’ the honorable Senator from Missouri should
succeed in the establishment of his position, that we
are not bounded on the north by this parallel of 54 deg.
40 min., I do not see that the lkittle band is in any
worse condition, or the pretensions of the country
at all diminished—for the former seems to be intimately
connected with the latter; but quite the contrary.
In that event, we shoald fall back upon our original
Spanish title, a& carry our claim to the parallel of
61 deg. Ourarrangement with Russia was an agree-
ment to take less than the claim we could rightfully
urge, as the grantees of the Spanish government.

The honorable Senator, in the farther prosecution
of his argument, that we have no claim to filty-four
forty, says that we offered that line to Russia, as her
southern boundary, and to England as her northern.
He then refers to the proposition made by Mr. Rush,
who offered 51 deg. as our northern boundary, and
says we now seck to go jam up to 54 40, afler the
offer of 51, which was refused by England.

Why, sir, all this history of the negotiation is well

He isseeking to show the mconsistency of the Ameri-
can government in urging a claim to 54 40, after
having offered to accept the parallel of 51 deg. as our
northern boundary. But why sclect this offer for this
pur ! We have made a much more favorable one
for England, which she has more than once refused.
We have offered 49 deg, and as late as the Jast season.
If these changes are proofs of inconsistency, the last
being the greatest, furnishes the strongest evideunce
of it. I repeat, sir, What new view is present by
going back to the offer of Mr. Rush in 1823, when
that of Mr. Buchanon in 1845, yielded two degrees
more of latitude !

But there was not the slightest inconsistency, then,
nor is there now. This branch of the subject has been
already fully debated, and 1 have no disposition to
renew the discussion. These offers were all offers of
compromise, made in a spirit of concession, and not
the assertion of a claim; and when rejected, the
party making them was at full liberty to urge its
whole title unembarrassed by these efforts at concilia-
tion, and without being obnoxious to the charge of
inconsistency. And tlus was recognized and distinctly
stated to the British government by Mr. Gallatin in
1827, who said, that ** his government did not hold
itself bound hereafler, in consequence of any proposal
which it had made for a line of separation between
the territories of the two nations beyond the Rocky
mounteins, but would consider itself at liberty to
contend for the full extent of the claims of the United
States.” Here, sir, the American government, in
1827, maintained that the offers thus made and rejected
did not reach to the extent of their full claims, but
that being rejected, we were at liberty to fall back
upon our original title, as though these attempts at
compromise had not been made. What right, then,
has the honorable member from Missouri to charge
the 2 merican government with inconsistency, because
it offered 51 deg. and then 49 deg., and these offers
being refused, and all efforts at compromise hopeless,
now u the full extent of its claim,as it announced
in 1827 it would do !

Before proceeding further, sir, I desire to remove
from this discussion the hovored names of Jefferson
and Madison. On a former oceasion, I stated the
circumstances under which they acted, and explained,
I thought sufficiently, why their sentiments course
imposed no rule of conduct on us in the new situation
in which we are placed, unknown to them.
sought the mnorthern limits of Louisiana, and their
extension west of the Pacific. And they found some
historical memorandum stating that parallel of
49 deg. bad been established under the treaty of
Utrecht as a dividing line between the French and
British ions on the American continent. They
were i aware that the subject was doubtful ; fur
Mr. Mudison, in his first instructions, instead of assert-
ing the fact, as the honorable |
thinks he did - i
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of the commis-
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sequent arrangements between different parties. With |

ussia, 51 deg. 40 min. we said 10 |

expressly stated that it was a subject upon which | which were communicated by Mr. Madison to Mr.
reasonable men might differ. I stated that the posi- | Monroe, and which have been traced back to Doug-
| tive and negatitve evidence produced by Mr. Green- | las. These gather no strength from repetition, and
how, had induced me to believe that no such line had | must be judged by the original authority, and not by
been run, bu' [ expressly disclaimed the very endorse- | the number of transcribers.

ment which the gentleman now charges upon me.| The honorable senator has made a remark, in the
But I will add, that all my subsequent examination |justice of which I fully concur. He says:

and reflection have fortified this belief, and I am more

ters,”

establishment of this line is an historical error, which y : :
should be removed from all our debates on this subject, | He says * that timely as<istance has come to him
in this matter,” and among these unforseen contribu-

In the second place, the honorable Senator has re-
newed this discussion fur a pew purpose, not before | tations, he has introduced a letter from Mr, Pitkin to
avowed. It is now not alone with a view to vindicate | Mr. Webster, in which the writer sneersat my cred-
history, and to redeem the charncter of the Senate, as | ulity, or pities it, [ know not which, because [ have
on the former occasion ; bt alse for & much mure!pkﬂ.‘rd my:f{f upon the statements of Myr. Greenhow.
important object—for the establishment of a political | [ shall not turn out of my path to redeem myself from
r;gﬁf The gubject ceases to be one of gmu}n[ion' ! l]ll'i chargc of crcdulil_v. or what would be still less
|and becomes one of action. This line is now pushed | desirable to escape the pity of Mr. Pitkin. I bave
across the Rocky mountains, and is interposed as a | fnore important objects in view. That gentleman re-
barrier to the extension of the territorial claim which | fers 10 a conversation ‘:\‘hit.‘l’l II)O_]{ pl:l(_‘:e at the di_nnnr
our governinent has asserted. { table of Mr. Jefferson n 1806, in which that eminent
Before I proceed further, allow me to say that the | manadvanced the opinion that by the treaty of Utrecht
| ifty-four-forties occupy the negative side of this posi- the parallel of 49 deg. was established as a boundary
tion. The proof must come from their opponents. | between the French and English possessions. The
[tis said that our claim is limited by the parallel or[upmzon of Mr. Jefferson gains no weight by this rep-
49 deg. The existence of a claim is conceded on all | etition of it. We had it before in a much more nu-
hands. It its extension north, it is met by the as-| thentic form,—in the letter of instruction from Mr.
sertion, that its further progress in that direction t Madison, Secretary of State, to Mr. Monroe. I repeat,
is stopped by a line cn the parallel 49 deg. estab- |sir, we must pass by all these opinions, formed a cen-
lished by the treaty of Utrech! more than a century ! tury afler the event to which they refer, and go the
ago. Now let those who say this prove it.

and eatifactorily shown, is purely gratuitous. And |efit of a severe and long continued investigation.
the proof must be reasonable, and such as suits the| Mer. Pitkin transmits also an extract from the work
circumstances ; not loose sssertions and quotations | of Colonel Hutchins, which was presented by Colonel
from historieal works, without authority upon such a | Pickering to Mr. Jefferson, and the senator from Mis-
| subject. And more especially when there as a vast | Souri seems to give importance to this additional tes-
| number of circumstances of a positive and a negative | timony. It is still the same question—the question
! character which discredit the establishment of such a | of repetition. 1 must make my acknowledgments, as
boundary. And when the notices referred to seem to be | well as the senator from Missouri, to friendly con-
'repeutcd successively from one work to another, l tributors; and only one gemieman_whom I will name
| without any examination of their authenticity, and | —and he is notonly a personal friend, but a man of

I pass bv, also, the memorial of Messrs. Monroe |

“That when a man is struggling in a just cause, he gen- |

; ; 5t | and more convinced that the assertion respecting the | erally gets help, and often from unseen and unknown quar- |
| coast for her, says the honorable Senator, is the is-|

The | original authorities, which are as open 10 us, as they |
burden ie upon them. The assumption, till shown, | were to our predecessors, and with the additional ben- |

the Pacific.

His lipe runs from Lake Misgasing or Mistassin

directly southwest to the parallel of 49 deg. It will
be found by reference to the maps that this lake is in
latitude DV deg. 30 min., (nearly,) and almost north
of Quebee. A line run thence southwest would strike
the parallel of 49 deg., nearly north of Cornwall, in
Lower Canada, and about 250 miles from that place.
The lake is itself on» of the svurces of Rupert's river,
a confluent of Hudson'’s bay. And the coantry divi-
ded by thas line may be described in general terms as
lying between Hudson's bay and the Atlantic, north
of the St. Lawrence.- Thus confirming the reference,
made by Salmon and by Hutchins after him to the
southern extensions of the region partitioned between
England and France.
Now, sir, how stands this matter? Douglas said
this line started from a promontory in 58 deg. 30 min.,
and ran thence southwest to Lake Mastissin; thence
southwest to the 49th degree; thence indefinitely
west.

Salmon said the line started from & promontory in
O8 deg. 30 min., and ran thence southwest to the
Lake Mascosink or Mistassin, and thence southwest
indefinitely 1o the latitude of 49 deg.

Jefireys said the line started in about the latitude of
56 deg., and drawing with it a curve (mirabile diciu?)
through the Lake Abitibis down to the 49th degree;
thence to the Northwest ocean.

Hutchins said the commissioners ascertained this
limit by an imaginary line from a cape or promontory
in New BPBritain, on the Atlantic ocean, in 50 deg. 30
min. north ; thence southwest to Lake Misgasing or
Mistassin; from thence further southwest to latitude
19 deg.
~ Messrs. Monroe and Pinkney said the line began
in & cape or promontory in OF deg. 30 min., to run
thence southweswardly to 49 degrees, and thence indef-
initely west.

Here, sir, are no less than five different boundarics
referred to as established under the tresty of Utrecht.
We cannot believe they are all correct.” And which
are we to choose ! Are we to stop at 49 deg., with
| Salmon and Hutchins 7 or are weto go on indefinitely

The Senator says that my endorsement of Mr. |tablished a century before, and they were carrying on | west with the other authorities? Is the course to be
Greenhow's error in a blundering book, ** lays him | a useless and barren negotiation, which was thus |direct or curvilinear? These loose statementsare al-
under the necessity of correcling a third error whick | blindly and vnueccessacily ripencd into a treaty in |together too doubtful, indefinite, and contradictory to

be relied upon in such an investigation. They are
practical illustrations of the wisdom of the principle

kirk, in which there is an allusion, alihongh not a | which requires the best evidence the nature of the
very clear one, to the treaty of Utrecht; but as it |case admits.
says expressly that *“ the stipulations of the treaty of

That best evidence is at London and at
Paris. Let it be produced.
{Concluded fn our next. )

Tae * Norice™ ix Excraxp.—One fact has reached
us by the last arrival from England, of greater im-

t

reception of the vote of the Scnate upon the notice.
| Two circumstances are remarkable in the articles
| upon this subject of the leading British journals. In
|the first place—they concur in regarding the notice
as a peace measure, looking to the prompt adjustment
of the difficulties between the two nations. In the
second place, and this is more noteworthy—very many
| of them concur in regarding the notice vote passed
‘ by the Senate as substantially the same notice which
| the President recommended. One of these journals
—and that, not the least pacific among them, states
in terms, and in full view of the Senate preamble and
resolution, ** that the resolution as it stands might in
fact have been drawn by Mr. Polk himself”—mean-
ing by this, we presume, that Mr. Polk’s purpose was,
upon its face, an effort to bring matters to a speedy
and peaceable adjustment, g0 goon as such an adjust-
ment could be made compatably with our national
| rights and interests,

What a significant commentary is here presented
upon the various charges—or rather the various series
| of charges—against the President, all resulting in
| the accusation that he was bent upon a war with En-
‘glnnd! The case is a very strong one. The Presi-
| dent proposes upon the Oregon question a new policy.
The spirit of party rises ap m Congress and all over
the country to proclaim, that this new policy will
precipitate us into a war. Congress spends five or
| six months in debating the maitter, makes what are
deemed important alterations in the shape it is to as-
| sume—the vote goes over 10 England, and is then
| proclnimed to be very much the same vote which the
President recommended, and, at the same time, & vote
Istrongly indicative of peaceful purpose and intention.
A more triomphant refutation of party clamor cannot
be imagined.

When the mecasures proposed by the Executive
meet such a receplion abroad, is it not, we respect-
fully ask, much to be regretied that a distinguished
senator should be found urging on the Senate of the
United States to a premature ascertainment by its
| legislation of a boundary line, when the boundary
must, after all, be settled by the Exccutive in negoti-
ation, and when that negotiation mast hereafter come
| before the Senate for revision! Where is the expedi-
iency of determining the result of a negotiation in
which two parties must join while that negotiation
yet remains open 1— Washingfon Union.

Ireraxp.~The evictions of tenantry, which are
now going on in Ireland, are another Lvid festering

They |7,

|
| eng

ed proves the necessity of adhering to estab-
| lish

ed

known, and I must confess I do not see its ﬁbcnring; depending perhaps on one common and erroneous |reading and judgment, (Mr. Buel, of Detroit)—has
upon the peculiar views presented by the Senator.|origin. Wy, the very discussion in which we are | investigated the subject with research and care, and

has furnished me with the result of his labors. | owe

principles. A suit for 124 cents could not be | to him an extract from Salmon’s modern history, pub-

:mninmmed upon such proof as is here adduced when | lished in 1746, which I will refer to. [ shall place in
so much better is within the reach of the parties.— | juxtaposition the extract from Hutehins, furnished by

{Two months are amply sufficient to produce from
subject which would terminate the controversy. Un-

the rights of our country being limited or affected by
the assumption of a line resting merely upon loose as-
sertions and upon deductions made for them.

With respect to the existence of this line under
the treaty of Utrecht, what evidence, not already con-
sidered, and, as I think, fairly refuted, has the senator
| from Missouri produced ! I shall -glance at, rather
{than examine, the facts he has brought forward.

First, he states that the British Indian traders ask-
ed as a favor to be permitted to trade in Louisiana
south of 49, which was refused. The official commu-
nication of the British ministers, referred to in sup-
| port of the above asscrtion respecting this parallel
does not support it. The application was made under
the treaty of 17T94. Louisiana was aecquired subse-
quently. No specific boundaries are alluded to, but a
claim is made to trade with the Indians in Lounisiana.
But the honorable senator states that Major Stod-
dart, who was then, [ think, not governor of Louis-
iana, but military commandant at St. Louis, in his
sketches of that country, speaks of his northern bound-
ary as follows:

*“ The commerce of Crozat by the terms of the patent ¢x-
tended to the uitmost limits of Louisiana in that guarter,
which, by the treaty of Utrecht in 1713, was fixed at the
40th degree.”

I think I way safely appeal to the honorable sena-
tor and ask him whether he thinks such a mere as-
sertion as this is entitled to any weight in the deter-
mination of this grave question? DMajor Stoddart
says Lhat, by the treaty o? Utrecht, 49 deg. was the
vorthern boundary of Louisiana. But Major Stod-
dart was no origival authority on such a subjeet,
mure espeeially at the distance of a century from the
esecution of the treaty. He had, no, doubt, read the
statement of Douglass, which I will again quote at the
hazard of repetition, as it seems to have been the
source of the opinion entertained respecting this mat-
ter. His langvage may be more or Jess traced in
all the notices that 1 have observed. He says, page

“By the treaty, however, the Canada or French line with
the Hodson Bay of Great Britain was ascertained
from a cer ain promoutory upon the Atlaniie ocean, in ffty
“T:- thirty mioutes of notth latitude, to run southwest to
Lake Mistissin, to be continued still southwest to (he forty-
ninth degree, and (tom theuce due west indefinitely,”™

But, sir, notwithstanding the reverence the honor-
for the views of

u-.ﬁm us in their action on this
ct, he himsel "’""‘....- “'"m.th fﬂll_l-mlwm
concluding & convention with England in
, | 49 deg. was established as the

the archives of London or Paris evidence upon this

til that is produced, 1, for one, shall protest against |

Mr. Pitkin, by which it will be sufficiently evident

| latter being derived, in all probability, from the form-
er:
From Salmon. From Huichins.
“ And commissaries did af-
terwards settle the limits by
an imaginary line drawn
from a promontory situated
on the Atlantic ocean, in 53
| degrees 30 minutes,and run-
ning from thence southwest
to the Lake Miscosink, or
Mitstazan, and {rom thence
southwest indefinitely to the
{ latitude of 49, all the coun~
| tries to the mnorth being as-
isa‘ned to Great Britain, and
all on the south, beiween
| that line and the river St
| Lawrence, or Canada, o

| Fiadte.”

wards, on both sides, ascer-

cape, or promonfory, in New
Britain, on the Atlantie

utes north latitude, then
southwest to the Lake Mis-
gasing, or Mistassing from
thence fuither southwest di-
rect to the latitude of 49 de-
grees. All the lands to the
north of the imaginary line
being assigned to Great Brit-
lajn, and all sonthwasd of
that line, as far as the riv-

er St. Lawrence, to the
French,”

These extracts, sir, are similar in their Statements,
and almost the same in their langusge. The one
was parent, and the other offspring. There are but
two differences—emendations made by Hutchins from
his own views, or from information obtained else-
where. One is the substitution of latitude 50 deg. 30
min., and the other is in changing southiwes! tndsfinite-
ly to southwest direct. This unfortunate line has so
many Protean shapes, that it eludes all attempts to
seize it.

The senator from Missouri says that * this was,
without doubl, the idenlical paper lransmitled by Mr.
Madison to Mr. Monroe ;'* and he adds: | men-
tioned that paper once before, when it was pretty well
cried down by the senator from Michigan, [Mr.
Cass.] I mention it now again, ana with hopes of
better results.”

My opinion on this subject remains unshaken. The
identity of the language used by Mr. Monrve, incar-
rying into effect the instructions of Mr. Madison, with
the language employed by Douglas, as I stated on a
former occasion, Yﬂves no doubt of their common ori-
gin. Let us compare them:

Alr. Monroe says.
“The boundary was as-
certained by a line, beginning
L b oy M.

» m
ma tlua;: s;:lhb-
wester tw L‘i sl
ﬂmwc,i'uﬂhr southwest to southwest to the 49ih degree,
the Matitude of 49 deg. north and from thence due westin-
from the equator, alusg definitely.”
that line in¢ o
- Now, sir, there is in these extracts a parity, not

to say an identity of language, which speaks their
mgonotigin. As Salmon was the authority for

Douglas says.

“ The lil;cmgm ascerlained
from a certain tory on
the Atlantic ocean, in 58 deg.
80 min., of porth latitude, to
run southwest to Lake Mis-
tissen, to be continued still

that these authorities are essentially the same, the

tained the limits by an imag- |
ipary live ruoning from a|

ocean, in 50 degrees 30 min- |

| spot, marking the progress of the plai:e which is
destroying the whole social system in that country.
The details which have for the last fortnight appeared
in our daily papers, are really almost too painful and
distressing for perusal.

The famine-cry from unhappy Ireland is daily,
hourly, becoming louder, longer, and more thrilling.
‘Even some of the most obdurate of the monopolists
| begin to admit that Sir Robert Peel was no unneces-
sary alarmist. In another month thet distressi
wail must have reached the most jnsensate ears,

“Aod commissaries after- | sunk deep into the heart of every man in the King-

| dom who has a soul to feel and a hand to relieve.
Connected with Irish lities, stands the strange
conduct of Mr. Smith O’Brien, the member for Lim-
| erick, who is now a prisoner in one of the cells of
the House of Commons, having been committed there-
(to for a breach of privilege and contempt of the
orders of the House. All members of the Commons,
according to the resolutions of the House, are linble
to serve on committees, either for the disposal of
public or private bills. The lists are fairly made out,
and members are chosen by rotation. Mr, O'Connell,
though exempt from serving on committees by age,
being about sixly, has been unceasing in his attend-
lance as chairman on a committee to which had been
referred an English railway bill. Al the other repeal
members have readily given their services on com-
mittees; but Mr, O’Erien declines to serve on any
question before a committee, which is not purely
| [rish. When drawn upon a committee baving before
it some English bill, he refused to attend ; and when
| the §ame was reported to the House, his conduct was
declared 1o be in countempt, and his contumacy was
rewarded by commitment to the custody of the mes-
senger.

Tss Bouxpary oF Texas.—McCulloch, in his last

| Gazelieer, thus describes Texes:
“Texas, a new and independent republic of North
America, between the United States and Mexico, ex-

tending from 26 to 40 deg. N. lat., and from 94 to
108 deg. W. long. I is separated from Mexico on
the south ond west by the Rio Grande, or Brevo del
Norte ; on the north the Red River.l_ud the Al‘hlllﬂ
chiefly separate it from the west territory of the Uni-
ted States; on the east the river Sabine separates it
from Louisiana, and south east it borders on the Gulf
of Mexico.” >~ Re L

In 1829, H. G. Ward, British charge d'affuires to
Mexico, published a volume on that country. He
thus speaks of the attempts that had been made to
Texas by the United States:

rd to Texas, it is now seven years since

the design of appropriating to themselves that fertile
ince, extending their froniier lo the Rio
Bravo del Norte, was first atiributed to the Uniled
States,”
The a?l.:hl!ﬁ Review, April, 1841, thus describes
in part, the Boundary of the ** Republic of Texas " :~
“ On the north-east the river Sabine separates Tex-
as from the State of Louisiana; the long course of
the Rio Grande del Norte, from its mouth to its source,
forms its south-western and wesiern "

|

“With

Hutehing, so was Douglas the authority for Mr.

Throughout this article the Rio Grande is spoken
of as the boundary of Texas.—Boston Post.
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